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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 April 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [EI Claim(s) 1.2,4-7,9-12.14 and 15 is/are rejected. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) 03 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) C] Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) dl Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070525 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,930 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2134 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 2, 4 -7, 9 - 12, 14 and 15 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see pages 8-10, filed 04/03/2007, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 , 6 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have been fully considered 
and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon 
further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Sengodan et al. 
U.S. Patent No. (6,918,034). 

3. With regards to 35 U.S.C. 112 rejections, arguments are deemed persuasive and 
112 rejections have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 6 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696) in view of Sengodan et 
al. U.S. Patent No. (6,918,034). 
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6. As per claims 1 , 6 and 1 1 , Wengrovitz teaches an encoder configured to receive 
a speech sample and generate an encoded voice packet from said speech sample, said 
encoded voice packet having a packet size and a plurality of bytes (Wengrovitz, 
Paragraph 0012), an encryption unit configured to receive a voice block and generate 
an encrypted voice block, said voice block having a block size, wherein said packet size 
is not divisible by said block size and yields a remainder (Wengrovitz, Paragraph 0043), 
but fails to teach a packet block manager configured to divide said encoded voice 
packet into a plurality of said voice blocks and provide said plurality of said voice blocks 
to said encryption unit, said packet block manager further configured to create a 
remainder voice block including remainder bytes of said encoded voice packet and 
additional bytes from said encrypted voice block and provide said remainder voice block 
to said encryption unit. However, in an analogous art Sengodan teaches a packet 
block manager configured to divide said encoded voice packet into a plurality of said 
voice blocks and provide said plurality of said voice blocks to said encryption unit, said 
packet block manager further configured to create a remainder voice block including 
remainder bytes of said encoded voice packet and additional bytes from said encrypted 
voice block and provide said remainder voice block to said encryption unit (Sengodan, 
Col. 4 Lines 30 - 44, padding used to ensure actual block size). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Sengodan's method to provide encryption and 
authentication in a mini-packet with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,930 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2134 

because it offers the advantage of ensuring proper processing of each packet 
(Sengodan, Col. 4 Lines 30 - 40). 



7. Claims 2, 4, 7, 9, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696) and 
Sengodan et al. U.S. Patent No. (6,918,034) and in further view of Maes U.S. Patent 
No. (6,934,756). 

8. As per claims 2, 7 and 12, Wengrovitz fails to teach packet block manager 
applies a mask to said encrypted voice packet for determining said additional bytes. 
However, in an analogous art Maes teaches a teach packet block manager applies a 
mask to said encrypted voice packet for determining said additional bytes (Maes, Col. 
21 Lines 54 - 64). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Maes' conversational networking via transport coding and 
control protocols with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions because it 
offers the advantage of padding to hide the payload in a packet (Maes, Col. 21 Lines 54 
-64). 

9. As per claims 4, 9 and 14, Wengrovitz fails to teach using encoder G.711. 
However, in an analogous art Maes teaches using encoder G.71 1 (Maes, Col. 30 Lines 
34-38). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Maes' conversational networking via transport coding and 
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control protocols with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions because it 
offers the advantage of using standard signal processing method for telephony. 

10. Claims 5, 10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696) and Sengodan et al. 
U.S. Patent No. (6,918,034) and in further view of Luby U.S. PG-Publication No. 
(2003/0219128). 

11. As per claims 5,10 and 1 5, Wengrovitz fails to teach encryption unit employs 
Advanced Encryption Standard encryption. However, in an analogous art Luby teaches 
encryption unit employs Advanced Encryption Standard encryption (Luby, Paragraph 
0053). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Luby's Telephone subscriber unit with Wengrovitz's 
secure Voice and data transmissions because it offers the advantage of using block 
cipher encrypting to increase security. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Roderick Tolentino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2661. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am to 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on (571 ) 272-381 1 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 

Art Unit 2134 



Roderick Tolentino 




KAMBIZ ZAND 
JPERVISORY PATENT EX» 



